Submission to Government 


In Psalms 91:13, and let's go ahead and turn there, Psalms 91:13, we find one of 
the, another one of the promises given in this chapter to those who are dwelling 
in the shelter of the Most High. Psalms 91, just verse 13. It says, "You will tread 
upon the lion and the cobra, the young lion and the serpent you will trample 
down." | mentioned in my last message that, again, so often we read things in 
Old Testament prophecies, or we read things in the book of Psalms that happens 
to be in the language or the vernacular of the day, and we just sometimes just 
pass over and really don't pay attention to what, or even try sometimes to 
discern what's really being said there. And here again is one of those passages, 
or one of those things that are said that | think so often we just pass over. You 
know, do you think that David, the writer of this psalm here, was literally talking 
about lions and serpents and that we would be as in the shadow of the Almighty 
that as such we'd be able to tread upon them and walk upon them, or upon lions 
and cobras. You know, | can understand maybe being able to tread upon some 
lions, or excuse me, some snakes, some rattlesnakes. I've stomped on a few with 
my heels myself. But | have a hard time believing that | could do that with a lion. 
And so is that really what does he mean for us to take that literal in this 
particular case? And how does this have to... these terms, lions and cobras, 
young lions and serpents, and treading upon them and trampling them down, as 
it's stated in that particular verse, what does that have to do with Romans 13? 
Because the title of this message is Psalms 91-13 in light of Romans 13. Well, I'm 
going to share how it fits in later on in this message. We'll come back to this 
particular verse. In the meantime, I'd like us now to turn to Romans chapter 13. 
where we'll spend the majority of the time in this message. Romans chapter 13, 
and we're just going to examine the first seven verses. Starting with verse 1, "Let 
every person be in subjection to the governing authorities, for there is no 
authority except from God, and those which exist are established by God. 
Therefore, he who resists authority has opposed the ordinance of God, and they 
who have opposed will receive condemnation upon themselves. For rulers are 
not a cause of fear for good behavior, but for evil. Do you want to have no fear of 
authority? Do what is good, and you will have praise from the same. For it is a 
minister of God to you for good. But if you do what is evil, be afraid. For it does 
not bear the sword for nothing. For it is a minister of God, an avenger who brings 
wrath upon the one who practices evil. Wherefore it is necessary to be in 
subjection, not only because of wrath, but also for conscience sake. For because 
of this you also pay taxes for rulers or servants of God devoting themselves to 
this very thing. Render to all what is due them, tax to whom taxes due, custom 
to whom custom, fear to whom fear, honor to whom honor. There are two other 
passages in the New Testament that are somewhat similar to this. It's even ina 
sense a condensed form of what we find in these first seven verses. | would also 
like to read those as well. Let's turn to Excuse me, Titus chapter 3. Titus chapter 
3 and just verse 1. It says, "Remind them to be subject to rulers, to authorities, 
to be obedient, to be ready for every good deed." And then also 1 Peter chapter 
2. And I'm going to ask your pardon here at the beginning of this message. I'm 
not going to give a lot of time for you to turn. You're going to have to keep those 
fingers clicking. If | happen to read before you get there, you just listen. We've 
got a lot of material to cover in a short amount of time. 1 Peter chapter 2 and 


verse 13, where it says, "Submit yourselves for the Lord's sake to every human 
institution, whether to a king as one in authority, or to governors, as sent by Him 
for the punishment of evildoers and the praise of those who do right." Those are 
three verses, those last two being a condensed form of somewhat condensed 
form of what we find in Romans 13. You know, I'm convinced that Romans 13 and 
these other two along with Romans 13, those first seven verses, that Romans 13 
verses 1 through 7 is one of the most abused and misused scriptures in all the 
Bible, resulting in what I believe to be one of the most destructive doctrines 
found in Judeo-Christianity today, which has contributed probably more than any 
other false doctrine to Christianity's loss of dominion in this world. And that is 
taking this passage and these other two verses and teaching a total submission 
to government authority. Judeo-Christianity, for the most part, teaches a total 
submission to government authority. And it's these verses and these passages 
that they use to back up what they say. And they're basically interpreted this way 
by Judeo-Christianity, and that is that all existing government authority is 
sanctioned by God, Thus we are to be in complete submission to any government 
authority that at the time happens to rule over us. And any rebellion to such 
authority is rebellion against God and will be punished by God. Except for those 
rare instances where they ask us to literally deny Yahshua as Lord and Savior. 
Now that's probably, | think you could all agree, that's a pretty good summation 
of what is taught from these three passages that I've just shared with you. You 
know, at first glance, science, when you hear that interpretation, it almost, it 
sounds like it should hold water. Well, it says every governing authority is set up 
by God and we're to be in subjection to it, if not for conscience sake, then at 
least for fear of the sword that they carry. It sounds like it's got potential and 
some of you, I'm sure, have been taught in the past, if not all of you. And some 
of you may have some questions even today, whether that's right or not. It 
sounds so right, it sounds so good. But | want you to listen to this principle that's 
found in Proverbs 18.17, where it says, "The first to plead his case seems just, 
until another comes and examines him." That not only fits for us as individuals, 
but it also fits for scriptural passages and their interpretations. Christian Israel, 
and as you hopefully all know, that's quite a bit different from Judeo-Christianity. 
Christian Israel, listen to this, | want you to understand this, Christian Israel, true 
Christian Israel, does teach submission to government. Does teach submission to 
government. But only limited submission, and then not to any and every 
government that happens to be in authority, or every authority that happens to 
be in government. What we want to do with Romans 13, in light of the usual 
interpretation that's found in Judeo-Christian What we want to do is we're going 
to do a re-examination of these seven verses to see if indeed that interpretation 
holds water. When a re-examination of Romans 13 is undertaken, we find 
scriptural identification for the kind of government Christians are to be in 
submission to. Let's start, let's go back to Romans 13 and start with verse 1. 
Romans 13 and just verse 1, it says, "Let every person be in subjection to the 
governing authorities, for there is no authority except from God, and those which 
exist are established by God." That verse, | think, out of all seven, is probably the 
one that's most emphasized out of these seven verses by those who teach the 
usual common teaching or interpretation of this particular passage. The usual 
interpretation goes like this, and that is that every civil or government authority 
has been established by God, and thus we are to be in total submission to the 
one God has placed over us. That's the usual interpretation of this first verse. But 


| want you to know it absolutely will not stand up under further scriptural 
examination. Turn with me, if you will, to begin with, to Hosea, the eighth 
chapter. We'll start with Hosea 1 through 4, and then we're going to jump over to 
Proverbs 8, and we're going to do a contrast between between these two verses. 
Hosea 8 verses 1 through 4, keeping in mind the usual interpretation given for 
verse 1 of Romans 13. Hosea 8, listen to verses 1 through 4. It says, "Put the 
trumpet to your lips. Like an eagle, the enemy comes against the house of 
Yahweh." Now, | want you to pay special attention to two things here. First of all, | 
want you to pay special attention to how the enemy is described here. Again, 
"Put the trumpet to your lips. Like an eagle, the enemy comes against the house 
of Yahweh." They have transgressed my covenant, whose covenant? God's 
covenant, and rebelled against my law. That's an enemy in God's sight. Verse 2, 
"They cry out to me, 'My God, we of Israel know thee.’ Israel has rejected the 
good; the enemy will pursue him." Verse 4, most specifically, "They have set up 
kings, but not by me." Wait a minute, doesn't, isn't Judeo-Christianity teaching 
that all authority, any government placed in any country over any group of 
people, is always set up by God and authorized by God? Some of you didn't read 
the rest of the passages that deal with the same subject, did they? Because 
verse 4 again says, "They have set up kings, but not by Me. They have appointed 
princes, but | did not know it. With their silver and their gold they have made 
idols for themselves; they have been cut off." Now contrast that with what we 
find in Proverbs, the eighth chapter. Proverbs 8 and verses 15 through 16. Keep 
in mind that he identified in that last passage, he identified kings and princes, 
governing authorities, whatever you want to call them, presidents, senators, 
governors, whatever you want to call them. He identified people in quote- 
unquote authority, what were there not by His authority. Listen to Proverbs 8, 
verses 15 and 16. "By me kings reign." All kings? No, He describes the type of 
kings and rulers that reign by Him. Verse 15, "By me kings reign and rulers 
decree justice. By me princes rule and nobles all who judge rightly. | love those 
who love me and those who diligently seek me will find me." He describes those 
who are kings and governors and presidents by His authority. Those who judge 
rightly or righteously. Now, there's another question that needs to be brought up 
in relation to the usual interpretation of Romans 13 as well, and that is, which 
authority? You know, if every authority is set up by God as they proclaim they 
are, if every authority is set up by God and were to be in subjection to the 
existing authority at the time, then what about a country that is going through a 
revolution? Such as, for example, right now in Yugoslavia. What about a country 
that's going through a revolution such as Yugoslavly, or such as when the 
colonies here in America revolted against the crown of England? You know, in 
essence, at that particular time, it may be a short time and it may be hard to 
figure out exactly when it is, but at that particular time in the history of a nation, 
There are two governing authorities. And because there's a revolution, you can 
know and understand that they're in total opposition to one another. If we're to 
be in obedience to every governing authority as if it was placed there by God, 
then what about those situations when you've got two opposing government 
authorities, and you have to try to figure out which one you're going to be 
obedient to, and you're required to be in obedience to both according to Judeo- 
Christianity's interpretation, But they're teaching and they're in total opposition 
to one another in what they're teaching and are proclaiming for the people to 
follow. It's impossible. It's a no-win situation in those situations, which again are 


rare, but nonetheless it proves the point. It shows that it's absolutely impossible 
for that interpretation of Romans 13.1 to be correct. In these situations, again, it 
is impossible for both would be authorities by God, and And in being obedient to 
one "God-ordained" authority, you would also find yourself then in disobedience 
to the other. Let me give you what Romans 13:1 reinterpreted. First of all, there 
is that, centering on that phrase, which says, "For there is no authority except 
from God." Now, | did a word study on that, and if you go to Strong's 
Concordance, you'll find that it's either 3361 or 3561. | can't read my writing, so 
you'll have to determine that. | was going to make it easier for you. Well, we 
narrowed it down to two anyway. But anyway, it's in Strong's Concordance. It's a 
Greek word that can be and often is translated "unless" as well as "except." Let 
me read that verse and take out the word "except" and put in the word "unless." 
"For there is no authority unless it be from God." That's a little bit different 
meaning and understanding to it, does it not? Now, let me share a specific 
translation of this particular verse. It's not one that's real well known, but 
nonetheless, | think it's interesting to see how Rutherford happened to translate 
verse 1 of Romans 13. He said, "For there is no authority save by God." Again, 
puts a little bit different emphasis on it, and | think probably "save" in the way 
that he translated there is just as justifiable as "unless" or "except." In other 
words, any civil or government authority not set up and sanctioned by God is not 
enforcing God's laws and is not an authority at all. That's what's being said in 
Romans 13 verse 1. Unless, of course, you make it your authority. It's not an 
authority in God's eyes if it's not the kind of authority that He desires and sets 
up, that He authorizes, unless you make it your authority. And then it's not His 
authority, it's your authority, your authority only. In other words, “legitimate and 
recognized authority are only those established by God." Philip's translation is 
another interesting translation for this verse as well. He wrote it this way, or 
translated it this way. "Everyone ought to obey civil authorities, for all legitimate 
authority is derived from God's authority." Let's look at verse 2, Romans 13 and 
verse 2. It says, "Therefore, he who resists authority has opposed the ordinance 
of God, and they who have opposed will receive condemnation upon 
themselves." Here's the usual interpretation given by Judeo-Christianity for verse 
2. That is, anyone who rebels against any authority commits a crime and 
opposes God himself and will be punished by God for doing so. That's the usual 
interpretation. Now, if that's the case, Then why weren't Shiphrah and Puah - 
you've heard of my message in the past, and you know | bring them up every 
once in a while, and if you haven't, you're wondering who Shiphrah and Puah is, | 
suspect. Well, they happened to be the midwives that saved Moses' life and 
many other young Israelite male children's lives back at the time when Moses 
was born. But if that's the case, this usual interpretation of Judeo-Christianity, if 
that's the case, why weren't Shiphrah and Puah, Shadrach, Meshach, and 
Abednego, Daniel, Moses, Gideon, E.Hud, etc., etc., etc., condemned and 
punished by God for their opposition to their government authorities. If it applies 
to us, it applies to them. Let's be consistent. Were our forefathers, George 
Washington, Benjamin Franklin, Patrick Henry, and the rest, condemned by God 
for their rebellion against their government authorities? Only thanks to Judeo- 
Christianity. | admit that that's the case, at least here in America. And does that 
mean that you and | are in sin and will be punished by God when we rebel 
against mystery Babylon and come out of her as commanded in Revelation 18:4? 
Again, the usual interpretation for verse 2 is anyone who opposes any authority 


commits a crime and opposes God Himself and will thus be punished by God. 
That is totally untrue, according to Daniel 6 and verse 22. Daniel 6 verse 22, it 
says, "My God sent His angel and shut the lion's mouth." So you know what the 
context of what's being written here. Verse 22 again, "My God sent His angel and 
shut the lion's mouth, and they have not harmed me inasmuch as I was found 
innocent before Him." Speaking of Almighty God. He says, "I was innocent before 
God," and he closed the mouths of the lions. And he says, "And also toward you, 
O king, | have committed no crime." You see, Daniel recognized the right 
authority structure. And he knew that even as though the king had given an edict 
that he was to no longer pray to Yahweh God, that it was no authority at all. And 
that in so doing, in him being obedient to the true authority, he wasn't even 
sinning against the king, let alone God. Just the opposite is found in Hosea 
chapter 5 and 11. They say again, "Anyone who opposes any authority that 
happens to be over you at any particular time commits a crime, commits a crime 
even against God, and he will punish it." But listen to Hosea 5 and 11, in total 
opposition to that interpretation of Romans 13 and verse 2. Romans 5 and verse 
11, it says, "Ephraim is oppressed, crushed in judgment." Why? When you read 
your Bible, you ought to sometimes just pencil in why. When a statement is 
made, just pencil in why, because it'll usually help you to understand what's then 
being said after it. "Ephraim is oppressed, crushed in judgment, because he was 
determined to follow man's command." You want to have God punish you. Follow 
man's command instead of His. Just the opposite of what is being taught in 
Judeo-Christianity today. Romans 13 verse 3. Does anyone want to come up here 
and put their finger in mine? Keep going back there. You guys may want to do 
that. Romans 13 and verse 3, it says, "For rulers are not a cause of fear for good 
behavior, but for evil. Do you want to have no fear of authority? Do what is good, 
and you will have praise from the same." | want to couple with that what's found 
in 1 Peter 2 and verses 13 and 14, because they're very similar. Verses 13 and 14 
of 1 Peter 2 reads, "Submit yourselves for the Lord's sake to every human 
institution, whether to a king as one in authority, or to governors as sent by him, 
for the punishment of evildoers and the praise of those who do right." And here's 
the usual interpretation of this verse and the other one in 1 Peter 2. Here's the 
usual interpretation. Silence. You know, I've found in every case, and that not 
only goes for verse 3, but it also goes for verse 4 as well, | have found in every 
case, for those who promote, and there are some even amongst our midst in 
identity, for those who promote the interpretation of Romans 13 is that all 
Christians are to be in subjection to all that our governing authorities happen to 
happen to command us to do or be, that I find there's always silence when it 
comes to verses 3 and 4. The reason being is because verses 3 and 4 start to 
identify the type of government that Paul is describing here in Romans 13. You 
know, | believe that Paul was simply, in this passage, he was describing--first of 
all, he was describing the type of government that we as Christians are to be in 
subjection to. And in so doing, he was also describing the type of government 
we're not to be in suggestion to. But he was being wise as a serpent in the way 
he did it. He could have written this in the opposite language he just did. He 
could have came out and said, "Hey, you don't have to obey this crummy, 
oppressive Roman government." In my opinion, he'd been an idiot had he done it 
that way. Even though some of us may do it this way today, that way. But we're 
in a different age. I'm for doing it today. | just think Paul wouldn't have been too 
wise to do it then. And obviously, God inspired him to do it the way that he did it. 


But instead, he took the backdoor approach. And what he did, he said, "Hey, you 
guys be obedient to your government authorities." But then he describes the 
type of government authority they're to be obedient to. Verse 3 begins to do 
that. You know, this verse, again, is usually avoided because, again, this verse 
begins to stipulate the kind of government that you and | are obliged to be 
subjection to. And again, get that point. We do, we are obliged to be in subjection 
to certain kinds of government authority. Silence because they know that not all 
rulers and governments are a terror for evil behavior and not all rulers praise the 
doers of good. They have to be silent on this verse in the one coming because 
they know that's the case. Case in point, Acts 4 verses 1 through 21. We don't 
have to turn there, but it's a scenario when Peter, | think John was with him, and 
they, after Yahshua had had ascended to heaven, and they were going to the 
temple, and there on the temple was a man who was lame in his feet, and they 
reached out in the name of Yahshua the Christ, they healed him and raised him 
so that he could walk. And what did the government do when they did so? Man, 
they took John and Peter aside and they raised them up and they put them 
before the people and said, "These are people you need to understand and listen 
to. They have done a great and mighty deed in the name of Yahshua the Christ. 
These two men have something to share for us, and they're doing it in the name 
of Christ, and We need to proclaim Him along with them if this is something that 
has been done. This great, benevolent, good act! Isn't that what they did with 
Him? Didn't they praise Him for being doers of good? Are you telling me... are 
you telling me that that government wasn't a praiser of good, and that Paul 
didn't have John and Peter didn't have to be in subjection to them. Of course, 
they took them and they put them in the stocks and the prisons. They beat 
them. They were no more praisers of good than the majority of what we have as 
government today is. Let me ask you this question, reiterated in different ways. 
Are these, | just want to ask you, are these things good? Is homeschooling your 
children good? Is healing with natural remedies good? Is preaching against 
homosexuality good? Is preaching the true identity of Israel good? Is exposing 
the deeds of the anti-Christ forces of Talmudic Judaism good? Is protesting 
against a communist tax structure good? Is rebelling against the financing of 
abortions, homosexuality, pornography, and other perversions good? Is rescuing, 
uh, are rescues and other attempts to stop, stop the murders of babies good? Of 
course these things are good. If you have any morality at all. Then why do the 
people who are involved in these activities have to fear their present government 
today? Let me tell you why. It's because the current government in control, that's 
quote unquote an authority over us, is not the kind of government described in 
Romans 13. That's why we have to fear them. And thus it is they are the present, 
if it's not that authority described in Romans 13, it is not the kind of authority 
that is ordained by God and that we're to be in subjection to, at least in those 
areas where they persecute the good and where they elevate the workers of 
terror. Because in many cases, that's just what they do. They do just the 
opposite. Our current government praises and rewards the workers of iniquity, 
and punishes the righteous in many places. And consequently, it is a government 
authority, or it's authority, that is condemned by God. Not lifted up as a 
government authority that we're to be in subjection to. It is absolutely 
condemned by God, proven by Proverbs 17 and verse 15, where it says, "He who 
justifies the wicked and he who condemns the righteous, both of them alike are 
an abomination to God." Our government authority, as it is today, is that, an 


Obama nation before God. Verse 4, Romans 13, "For it is a minister of God to you 
for good; but if you do what is evil, be afraid; for it does not bear the sword for 
nothing; for it is a minister of God, an avenger who brings wrath upon those who 
practice evil." Again, use a response from Judeo-Christianity, more silence. 
Because, again, it further identifies the type of government Paul is identifying as 
the of government were to be in subjection to. It continues to describe the kind 
of government, and it uses a phrase here, it literally calls this kind of government 
that's being described as a minister of God. What does that mean when it 
describes this type of government that Paul is dealing with as a minister of God? 
Well, it's simply a government that ministers on behalf of God. Any minister of 
God, whether it be a preacher or or whatever, if he's a minister of God, that has 
to be what he's about and doing, is ministering on behalf of God. There are 
qualifications that are given, and | think certainly would apply in with this phrase, 
being ministers of God, that governing authority. There are qualifications that are 
given in two different passages in the Old Testament, and we won't turn them, 
I've simply written them down so that we don't have to turn and read these. But 
in Exodus 18:21, in Deuteronomy 1 verses 16 and 17, we'll find that these are 
the qualifications for leadership in government. And I think you'll see in this 
description that is given to us of the type of governing—the type of authorities 
we are to place over us, that you'll find that this is a description of what could be 
termed "ministers of God." Not just any government authority is a minister of 
God. | mean, how far in the hole do we have our heads? Here is a description of 
ministers of God. Qualifications for leadership is found in those two passages. 
First of all, they are men who fear God. They are men of truth. They are men who 
hate dishonest gain. They are men who will judge righteously. They are men who 
will judge impartially. And then in Deuteronomy 1 it says that they do all this for 
the judgments they make are God's. Because they are ministering on behalf of 
God. They are judging on God's behalf. You know, what a... Apostasy isn't even a 
good enough word to describe, but what a travesty, apostasy, or whatever, 
however you want to put it. What a sham to try to call the scumballs we've got in 
government, for the most part today, ministers of God. And I'll tell you what, 
that's what Judeo-Christianity is doing today with their usual interpretation of 
Romans 13.1 plead guilty, | used to do the same, by the way. Thankfully, God has 
opened my eyes. We need to take this out so that others can see as well because 
it's because again | believe it's because of this doctrine, this doctrine probably 
more than any other in Judeo-Christianity again that has caused us to lose 
dominion in this country specifically. Also there's a phrase in verse 4 where it 
says "a minister of God for our good." Now let me ask you, are these 
characteristics of a minister of God for our good; a government that OKs and 
promotes the murder of our heritage; a government that has instituted a 
communist tax structure; a government that is financially enslaving us through a 
counterfeit monetary system; a government that has robbed the people of their 
land in haught to the international bankers; a government that supports and 
finances homosexuality and its AIDS epidemic, pornography and other 
abominations; a government that bans a successful alternative methods of 
healing and exiles the distributors. A government that is forcing us into an anti- 
Christ and anti-Christian form of world government, and a government that 
wants to disarm us. Is that a good description of a minister of God for our good? 
Your stupid, dumb, goyim, Judeo-Christianity, it probably is. | gave that—l 
retracted that a long time ago. You know, one of Murphy's laws certainly applies 


into this particular verse. Murphy's, you know, you know Murphy's laws, | think. 
Here's one of them. He literally had written this. He said, "No one's life, liberty, or 
property are safe while the legislature is in session." You know, one of our early 
forefathers that we don't hear a whole lot about, Samuel Webster, understood 
Romans 13 correctly. Listen to what he said. This is at his election sermon in 
1777 in Salisbury, Maine. And this is what he said, just one sentence, "But 
depend on it, no government is God's ordinance but that which is for the good of 
mankind." Our forefathers understood the correct interpretation of Romans 
chapter 13. Verse 5. Verse 5 reads, "Wherefore it is necessary to be in subjection, 
not only because of wrath, but also for conscience sake." It says that we're to be 
in subjection for conscience’ sake to this type of government. Why? Because 
submission to a godly, righteous government that is enforcing God's laws is 
submission to God Himself. Yes, we're to consciously want to. Regretfully, only a 
remnant will do it, and that's why it gets into the next verse as well about 
carrying the sword, because the majority won't do it out of conscience’ sake, and 
there comes a place where the sword also has to be the prod that makes them 
obey the law. the judgments of God, in other words. But for us who claim to 
follow Yahshua as our Lord and Savior, we're to submit to this kind of 
government, because this kind of government which institutes and carries out 
the laws, the commandments, statutes, and judgments of God, when we submit 
to that type of government, civil body politic that we've placed over us, we are, 
in essence, simply just submitting to God Himself. Because all they are is an in- 
between. Do you think that God required Shiphrah and Puah, Shadrach, 
Meshach, and Abednego, Daniel, Gideon, Moses, and the others to be 
conscience-stricken, to feel remorseful when they rebelled against their 
government authorities? Is that what it was telling us, that those great men and 
women of faith should have really felt terrible about what they did when they 
rebelled against their government authorities? Hardly. Verse 6. "For because of 
this you also pay taxes, for rulers are servants of God, devoting themselves to 
this very thing." It says, "For because of this." Because of what? Because of this. 
Verses 3 and 4. The description of the kind of government that we're to place an 
authority over us, or to submit an authority to. It says, "Because of this you pay 
taxes." Because of what? Because of the type of government that's described. 
You know, Christians, Some of you may have a problem with this statement, but 
if you do, you need to read Romans 13 over again. Christians are more than 
happy to pay taxes in support of a government set up by God that does good and 
that brings wrath upon the unrighteous and praises the righteous. If you don't, 
we should have. We should be more than happy to support. Now, I'm talking 
about godly-type governments. Christians should have no problem with paying 
taxes, biblical taxes, that is, to this kind of government. We can't have any 
problems with that at all. Verse 7 says, "render to them what is due them, tax to 
whom tax is due, custom to whom custom, fear to whom fear, honor to whom 
honor." It says, "render to them what is due them." Do you have a problem with 
that? | don't have any problem. | would love to render to them what's due them. 
[Applause] It says, "Tax to whom tax is due." Let me ask you, are taxes due to 
baby murderers? Are taxes due to those who finance homosexuality and 
pornography? Are taxes due to those who want to disarm the citizenry? Second 
Chronicles 19:2 says, "Should you help the wicked," and that's what taxes do, or 
at least help the government in authority, whether wicked or non-wicked. It says, 
"Should you help the wicked and love those who hate Yahweh, and so bring 


wrath on yourself from Yahweh." Pretty powerful words. You know, thank God 
that our forefathers didn't have the same Judeo-Christian ethic when it came to 
submission to all forms of government authority. Or literally, America wouldn't be 
here today. You and | wouldn't be sitting here. Here's a proclamation, one I'm 
sure you've heard before, made by the town of Marlboro, not just by one 
particular individual, by a whole town, by the Civil Body Politic, | suspect, in 
1773. It's the one that reads, "Death is more eligible than slavery. A free-born 
people are not required by the religion of Jesus Christ to submit to tyranny, but 
may make use of such power as God has given them to recover and support their 
laws and liberties." And a little later it says, "We implore the ruler above the 
skies that he would bear his arm in defense of his church and people and let 
Israel go." End quote. They understood Romans 13, and they also understood 
who we were, and who we are. Here's another one. Listen to the following 
excerpt from a sermon delivered by Jonathan Mayhew. "It is blasphemy to call 
tyrants and oppressors God's ministers. When magistrates rob and ruin the 
public, instead of being guardians of its peace and welfare, they immediately 
cease to be the ordinance and ministers of God, and no more deserve that 
glorious character than common pirates and highwaymen." You know, the 
current Judeo-Christian teaching and application of Romans 13 and 1 Peter 2, 
Titus chapter one or two, whatever it was, is condemned by Yahshua Himself, 
that interpretation of those particular passages. Turn with me to Mark, chapter 
seven. Mark chapter seven, verses six through nine. You know, I've never, until 
recently, ever applied this verse in light of what we're discussing here this 
morning. But see if it doesn't. See if it doesn't apply perfectly to Judeo- 
Christianity's interpretation of Romans 13. Verse 6, and it says, "Yeshua is the 
one who's going to be speaking." He says, "And he said to them, ‘Rightly did 
Isaiah prophesy of you, you hypocrites, as it is written, 'This people honors me 
with their lips.'" Today, Christianity is good at saying, "Lord, Lord." What did 
Yahshua say in another place? "Why do you call me, ‘Lord, Lord,’ and do not the 
things that | say?" He says, "This people honors me with their lips, but their heart 
is far away from me. But in vain do they worship me, teaching the doctrines and 
precepts of men, neglecting the commandment of God you hold to the tradition 
of men." Judeo-Christianity's interpretation of Romans 13 and the other two 
passages are absolutely condemned by God. And | believe those who teach it 
and hold to it will be condemned by God as well. Because they are promoting 
another God, not just another government. Matthew 6 and verse 24, words of 
Yahshua again, He says, "No one can serve two masters, for you will either hate 
hate the one and love the other, or you will hold to one and despise the other." 
He says, "You can't do it. You can't set up a government authority that's not in 
alignment with God and His laws and think that you can serve both. It's 
impossible. You will either hate one... you'll hate one and love the other. You can 
only serve one, and guess what's one? It's winning out in Judeo-Christianity 
today. And here is the inevitable result of that That type of teaching relating to 
Romans 13. John 19 verses 14 and 15, it says, "Now it was the day of preparation 
for the Passover. It was about the sixth hour, and he, Pilate, said to the Jews, 
Behold your King. They therefore cried out, Away with him, away with him! Pilate 
said to them, Shall | crucify your King? And the chief priests answered, "We have 
no king but Caesar." You start serving two masters, and I'll guarantee you that's 
the only inevitable result. You will say, "We have no—no longer is Yahshua our 
king, but Caesar's our king." And that's what they're saying, whether they're 


literally, vocally saying it or not. They have made Caesar their king, not Yahshua. 
Their lordship is to Caesar, not to Yahshua the Christ. Now, let me ask you, how 
does this apply all that we've just gone through in this reevaluation of Romans 
13? How does this apply to Psalms 91 and verse 13? Well, let me ask you, what is 
meant by the terms "lions and cobras" and "young lions and serpents"? What did 
David have in mind when he pinned those words? Was it meant to be taken 
literally? Well, | suspect not. Lions in the Bible—and | don't have time in this 
message to verify all this, and you'll have to take my word for it—no, don't take 
my word for it. You don't know whether I'm telling you the truth or not if | don't 
give you to back it up. You better check it out. | think if you do, you'll find that 
lions in the Bible often refer, and I use in reference to despotic kings and 
tyrannical rulers. That's what lions so often use. We're not speaking of a literal 
lion. That is what lions mean in the Bible. Tyrannical rulers and despotic kings. 
What about serpents and snakes? Well, those are labels that were given to a 
certain group of people by Yahshua and and John the Immerseur. The Pharisees, 
who have evolved, as you and | should know, and if you don't I've got material to 
verify it, who have evolved today into what we know as Talmudic Jewry. Talmudic 
Jewry is one and the same with what Phariseeism was in Joshua's day, which he 
so vehemently condemned, and it's by their own testimony as well that you can 
prove it. Talmudic Jewry today is what was called Phariseeism then, which was 
called "serpents and snakes" by Joshua and John the Immerseur. Now, let me ask 
you, what does Psalms 91:13 promise that we will do to lions and serpents? 
"Tramble them under our feet." Now, | want you to catch this. Whether we are 
being trampled upon or will be doing the trampling all depends on our 
interpretation of Romans chapter 13. He promises we get to do the trampling. if 
we get it right. | don't want to be trampled upon. | want to be the trampler, and | 
plan to be so. In conclusion, | want you to think about this. You know, if Paul and 
Peter lived what preachers today say that they wrote, that is, unconditional 
submission to King Caesar and his government, then Caesar would have never 
had these loyal citizens to the death. There are all these preachers attributing 
this doctrine to them to be totally obedient to to the government and authority 
at their time, and the government puts them to death? What kind of crazy 
government is it? They're loyal citizens. This is like, they're preaching, they're 
telling others to be in total submission to the government. Whack those heads 
off, guys. Don't like that doctrine. Stupid! No, Caesar put them to death for one 
and one reason only. Because they preached and lived unconditional surrender to 
King Yahshua, and disobedience to all anti-Christ authority. That's why he put 
them to death. Judeo-Christianity would make rebellion against tyranny and 
oppressive government sin against God, whereas Christian Israel understands 
that rebellion against tyranny and oppressive government is obedience to God. 
You know, let our Christian Israel's banner forever be obedience to God rather 
than man. Thank you. [ Applause ] [The doctor and the nurse are talking in the 
room. The nurse is holding a baby in her arms. The doctor is holding a baby in his 
arms. The nurse is holding a baby in her arms. The doctor is holding a baby in his 
arms. 


